is especially noteworthy, apart from the fact that the passage is obviously the product of careful, long-term observation of Jupiter's rising and setting, is the use of sui to refer to the period of Jupiter's visibility: twelve sui make up the period of the planet. Technically, sui refers, therefore, not to a conventional calendar year, but to the twelve-month period of the planet which begins and ends in successive months of the year, depending on Jupiter's ' age' in the cycle. Although the evidence relating to the actual distribution of these years among the twenty-nine or thirty Shang kings is still insufficient to attempt a definitive solution to this problem, the figure 508 years deserves to be taken seriously as a total for the dynasty. In individual cases the Bamboo Annals figures can be shown to be unreliable; for example, Di Xin is assigned fifty-two years, though we now know that he actually only reigned for forty years; Di Yi is assigned only nine years even though the oracle bone and bronze inscriptions would seem to indicate that he ruled more than fifteen.75 But in some cases the While the tendency has consistently been to see in this third comment a summation of the whole of Western Zhou, there is no reason a priori why this should be the case, or why the present placement of the summation in the Bamboo Annals at the conclusion of King You's reign should be assumed to be correct. The present location of the summation may simply be a consequence of the way it was interpreted and manipulated during reconstruction of the chronicle. That it has been completely rewritten is obvious from the form the 
Conclusions
From the foregoing discussion several general conclusions can be drawn about the chronology contained in the Bamboo Annals. Foremost among them is that it is possible to explain all significant idiosyncrasies in both the relative and absolute dating of the entire Conquest period in the current Bamboo Annals chronology by reference to only two fundamental and consistent dislocations integral to the Bamboo Annals system. The first is a general four-year error which is self-evidently present throughout the chronology for the period 1580-962, and the second is an unrelated eight-year error during the immediate preConquest period which was produced during the process of reconstructing the chronicle in the third century A.D., and which in certain predictable instances compounds the first. The first error arose from assigning the Han period dating of 1050 to the Zhou Conquest in the chronicle, probably after its recovery from the tomb, while the second error is clearly integral to the 'twenty-one year model' adopted after A.D. 281 to analyse the Conquest chronology. Therefore, the only two chronological models for the Conquest period now distinguishable in the Bamboo Annals are the ' twenty-one year' solution (1071-1050) which resulted from the actual process of reconstruction in the third century, and the antecedent system which can be shown to have included an enumeration of the years using first Di Xin's reign count, and then for the period between King Wen's demise and that of King Wu using the 
